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itt. u, x'rvii, rick, ij. 21701 
August 26, iy 72 

Dear Or. i. or gun, 

Thank you for your prompt answer to my letter of tho 20th. 

Garbled my discussion rather badS «Toe^!l B f 0 ” taud * that "the newspaper 
That i, why I acted for a copy oTCour St T< e °* ^ i3 oft «‘ ^vit5>£. 
the subject. I would still afreci^e th^T ^ 0thurc *ade on 

what seems' to au ® 1 can Sive you an insist into 

time. 11 1'ou offer the S^tS MJ «« «• 

i; - r^r" ^ up,, / ou 41130 «■— • • *■**.«. 

lho assassination of a i^esidunt is a iua. 1 or av 1 01 f^ nwnt ecien tifio credentials, 

doubt lingers. Thus any com. ont by an ^tteri^ ' e f peclally 011ti “ “hieh so much 
Jpumalism, legitimate news. * ls * by norual standards of American 

not reported ^in^hb Z^'^TbZt we™ “ *** Hero either 

appeared to the reporter tliat tiiia «»<, Ptci-ed up by the major media. Thus it 
talte had been reputed in tL fait tC T °° ment - * *>ur cLlier 

cone circumstances, oven tho repetition of ZLfkZ* beca un jlown in Denver. And under 
standards, still regarded aa SS d ° Grlier ia » b " n°™al 

reporting of political remarks. You do qualify as m^'h! illustrations in current 
subject more closely than any reporter c'»n An authen tio expert. I follow this 
any member of that ly60 group ovZZIa ° CCasion on '**<* *>u or 
Warren Commission made JJTkind of error. 2^ S aut W d ° c tora or the 

by normal news standards that ooa.ent almo qualified 13 ff ^ cttrbled quotations, 
surprising to me is not that your talk legitimate nows. What is 

attention as it seems to navef ^Carded aa news but that it got as little 

•* *1*2 s-irs’sy^rsf ~ rr ta * - — - 

stoxy. In itself a -leohanism than can contrt^ Z ^ condenaed 4111 Associated ideos 
intent of the rewrite man. There are internal i ° i^° + rr ° r witbou t that being the 

. W .*y I «* r„r your r-ioariuj uu y„u uude “ d ““ 


Sincerely, 


Harold weioberg 


